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I. STATUS OF CLAIMS 

Claims 1-39 arc rejected and on appeal. 
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n. GROUNDS OF REJECTION TO BE REVIEWED ON APPEAL 

A. Whether claims 1 -39 are anticipated under 35 U-S-C. §102(e) by U.S. 
Patent Application Publication No. 2002/0165987, to Arisalca? 
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III. ARGUMENTS 

A. Examiner's Answer Regarding Claim 1 

In the Examiner's Answer, the Examiner mistakenly stated that Applicani argued 
about the "determining" and the "generating" steps of claim 1 . Applicant did not submli 
arguments about these steps in the Appeal Brief. Ratlier, Applicani submitted arguments 
about the steps of ''receiving a request to associate an identifier with an item of digital 
content," and "associating the identifier with the address." 

1. The ''Receiving" Step 

In the Examiner Answer, the Examiner has not address the argmnents previously 
presented in the Appeal Brief with respect to the "receiving'' step. For ease of review by 
the Board of Appeals, the arguments are again presented below. 

Claim 1 recites the step of receiving a request to associate an identifier with an 
item of digital content. The Examiner cited paragraph [0033] of ARISAKA as allegedly 
disclosing the recited step. 

The cited portion of ARISAKA discloses a process for enabling a user to 
playback digital content at a playback tenniiial device. Specifically, the cited portion 
discloses having the user enter (1) an individual identifier and (2) a content identifier into 
the playback terminal device, id; see also paragraphs [0037] & [0039] of ARISAKA. 
The playback tenninal device then sends both identifiers to a content server. See 
paragraph [0034] of ARISAKA. The content server locates the digital content using the 
content identifier and enables the playback terminal device to playback the content at the 
terminal device to the user. Id, Thus, in ARISAKA, tlie digital content is already 
associated with a content identifier prior to receiving a request fi^om a user to playback 
the content. 

In contrast, claim 1 recites receiving a request to associate an identifier with an 
item of digital content. The digital content may or may not yet be accessible over a 
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iiebAr'ork (e.g., may reside on a local hard drive of a user). As a result, a user may request 
to associate an identifier with the digital content, for example, to make the digital content 
more accessible to other entities. 

In the final official action mailed on September 11, 2007, the Examiner cited 
paragraph [0087] of ARISAKA for allegedly disclosing this step. The cited portion of 
ARlSAKA describes content information stored in a content database which includes 
prior-associated content identifier. In contrast, claim 1 recites receiving a request to 
associate an identifier with an item of digital content. 

ARISAKA does not disclose or suggest this step because the digital content to be 
playback had already been associated with a content identifier and is accessible over a 
network (e.g., via a content server) using the content identifier. See paragraph [0043]. 

2, The "Associating^' Step 

Tn the Examiner's Answer, the Exaniiner stated that "content informaiion 
[including a content identifier] is associated with different types of content." AppUcant 
does not dispute that, in general, digital content is associated with some type of content 
identifier. However, claim 1 recites associating an identifier with an address of digital 
content. The association is performed based on a request ro do so and the identifier can 
be rendered in a physically conveyable representation. 

ARISAKA does not disclose associating based on a request to associate. Furtherj 
ARISAKA does not disclose associating an identifier with an address of digital content. 
ARISAKA describes content information stored in a content database which includes 
prior-associated content identifiei' but does not disclose steps or means for associating 
two different types of digital identifiers. In contrast, claim 1 recites associating an 
identifier with an address of the digital content. 

B Examiner's Answer Regarding Claim 6 
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In the Examiner's Answer, the Examiner did not address the Applicant's 
arguments with respect to claim 6. For ease of review by the Board of Appeals, the 
arguments are again presented below. 

1. ARISAKA Does Not Disclose or Suggest Assigning a Contextual 
Identifier, which is Unique in the Context of a Globally Unique 
Identifier, to an Item of Digital Content 

Claim 6 recites at least the step of assigning a contextual identifier to an item of 
digital content. The contextual identifier is unique in the context of a globally unique 
identifier. M addition to paragraph [0033] of ARISAKA (which is discussed in the 
Appeal Brief with respect lo claim 1), the Examiner further cited paragraph [0085] for 
allegedly disclosing this step. 

Paragraph [0085] of ARISAKA discloses a sample playback action history stored 
in a database. The playback action history is digitized information which includes: (1) a 
plurality of persona] playback action history; (2) a plurality of personal identifiers 
represented by strings; (3) content identifiers; and (4) history associated with playback 
actions for the contents identified by the content identi fiers. Id. The cited portion in 
ARISAKA discloses the content of a database. Neither the cited portion nor elsewhere in 
ARISAKA discloses or suggests any multi-layered identifier assignment where one 
identifier is unique in the context of another identifier. 

In contrastj claim 6 recites the step of assigning a contextual identifier, which is 
unique in the context of a globally unique identifier, to an item of digital content. 

2. ARISAKA Does Not Dis close or Sutrgcst the Subsequent Steps 
Recited in Claim 6 

Claim 6 also recites steps for creating a database record including a mapping of 
the contextual identifier to an address of a digital content, associating the globally unique 
identifier to the database record, and associating the contextual identifier to a tangible 
medium previously associated to the globally unique identifier. 
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As shown in the previous section, ARISAKA does not teach or suggest a* 
contextual identifier unique in tlie context of a globally unique identifier. It follows from 
principles of logic that ARISAKA also cannot disclose or suggest any element that refers 
back to the "contextual identifier." Hence, ARISAKA cannot disclose or suggest these 
steps. 

The Examiner further cited paragraph [0064] of ARISAKA (in view of the other 
previously discussed paragraphs) for allegedly disclosing these steps. 

The cited portion in ARISAKA discloses a content inforaiatioh management 
processing module for loading content to memory. ARISAKA, paragraph [0064]. In 
ARISAKA, if the content does not fit in the memory, the content is split up such that only 
necessary sections are loaded into memory and the rest is stored in the storage device. Id. 

Neither this cited portion nor elsewhere in ARISAKA discloses or suggests the 
steps recited in Claim 6. 

Based on all the foregoing, ARISAKA fails to disclose or suggesr multiple steps 
recited in claim 6. 

C. Claim II 

Claim 1 1 recites a method for conveying access to digital content using a physical 
token. The method comprises the steps of: 
receiving a first identifier; 

receiving a second identifier; 

detemiining whether any of said first and second identifiers is associated with digital 
content; 

associating said digital content associated with one of said first and second identifiers 
with another of said first and second identifiers; and 
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enabling a conveyance of said another of said first and second identifiers as a physical 
token. 

The Examiner cited paragraph [0033] of ARISAKA as allegedly disclosing the 
recited step. 

The cited portion of ARISAKA discloses a process for enabling a user to 
playback digital content at a playback terminal device. Specifically, the cited portion 
discloses having the user enter (I) an individual identifier and (2) a content identifier into 
the playback terminal device. Id; see also paragraphs [0037] & [0039] of ARISAKA. 
The playback tenninal device then sends both identifiers to a content server. See 
paragraph [0034] of ARISaKA. The content server locates the digital content using the 
content identifier and enables the playback terminal device to playback the content at the 
terminal device to the user. Id. Thus, in ARISAKA, the digital content is already 
associated witii a content identifier prior to receiving a request from a user to playback 
the content. 

In contrast, claim 1 1 recites associating the digital content associated with one of 
ihe first and second identifiers with another of the first and second identifiers. As a 
result, a user may access the digital content by using either the first identifier or the 
second identifier on a physical token. 

Based on the foregoing. Applicant respectfully submits that ARISAKA does not 
disclose or suggest this step. 
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